B3/11/1998 18137 13195921161

~ The NOSB represents a bro

gopP-1211

SMYTH . PREE &5

pgsﬁ%%/
TMD-94-p0-2 | |
Eileen 5. Stommes, Deputy Administrator 3)& MY
USDA-AMS-TM-NOP, AG Stop 0275, Room 4007-So.

© P.0. Box 96456 |
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Washington, D.C. 20&9@64’;% ‘ | 3/7 Q%K
Fax: 202:690-4632 i

Dear Ms. Stommes,

| am writing in response tc;}‘the proposed National Organic Standards
10 let you know that | do not want genetically engineered organisms,
pmcessilf agents, or agri&ﬁultur‘al inputs to be allowed in organic
farming and handling under any circumstances--even on a case by
case basis. | also ask that you prohibit the use of irradiation and
sewage sludge in organic farming and handling. And, | ask that the
standard [for the treatment of livestock and the fee structure for
certification be consistent with the racommendations of the
National Organic Standards Board (NOSB). -

ad consensus of organic farmers,
manuf,acﬂurers and consumers regarding the principles of arganic
agriculture and foods prodiction. To formulate regulations that do
not reflect their recommendations on genetic engineering,
irradiation, sewage siudge, the needs of the smail farmer, and the
treatment_of animals will gravely weaken consumer confidence in
the organic label and threaten the viability of this industry.

B

Thank you fo; includfhg; my input in your final decision.

y
s

Date: y\&@m}}\ ?ﬁsl‘ﬂﬂ’-

co: Mothers. for Natura!l.a;l' , P.CL- Box 1177, Fairfield, lowa 52556.
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Fax: 515/472-2683
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TMD-94-00-2
Eileen. S, Stommes, Deputy Administrator

USDA-AMS-TM-NOP, AG Stop 0275, Room 4007-So. X\M
P.Q. Box 96456 ’
Washington, D.C. 20090-6456 4

ing 5 3;» Pd)f

Fax: 202-690-4632 w}

Dear Ms. Stommes,

| am writing in response ta‘the proposed National Organic $tandards
to let you know that | do not want genetically enginsered organisms,
processing agents, or agnchltural inputs to be allowed in organic
farming and handling under any circumstances--even on a case by
case basis. | also ask that vou prohibit the use of irradiation and
sewage sludge in organic farming and handling. And, | ask that the
standard for the treatmentL?f livestock and the fee structure for
certification be consistant \with the recommendations of the
National rganic Standards Board (NOSB). \

The NOS represents a brqad consensus of organic farmers,
manufacturers and consu grs regarding the principles of organic
agriculture and foods prcd# ction. To formulate regulations that do
not reflect their recommendations on genetic engineering,
irradiation, sewage s!udge,Lhe needs of the small farmer, and the
treatment of animals will gravely weaken consumer confidence in
the organic label and th‘reﬁten the viability of this industry.

Thank you for including my input in vour final decision.

Sincerely

Date: s T ﬁ'/’ﬁﬁﬁ

.
Name: ° .

Address: | £ 74 aiacdl
K= T}#Fwﬁ

cc: Mothers for Naturat wLa , P.O. Box 1177, Falrﬁe!d lowa 52556.
Fax: 515(472-2683 |




it
pslifrs

- TMD-94-00-2

Eileen S. Stommes, Deputy Admlmstrator

- USDA-AMS-TM-NOP, AG Stop 0275, Room 4007-So.
P.O. Box 96456

- Washington, D.C. 20090-6456
Fax: 202-690-4632

Dear Ms. Stommes, ©

I am writing in response to the proposed National Organic Standards to let you know that I do not want
genetically engineered organisms, processing agents or agricultural inputs to be allowed in organic farming
- and handling under any circumstances—even on a case by case basis. I also ask that you prohibit the use
of irradiation and sewage sludge in organic farming and handling. And, I ask that the standard for the
treatment of livestock and the fee structure for certification be consistent with the recommendations of the
‘National Organic Standards Board (NOSB).

The NOSB represents a broad consensus of orgamc farmers, manufacturers and consumers regarding the
principles of organic agriculture and foods production. To formulate regulations that do not reflect their
recommendations on genetic engineering, irradiation, sewage sludge, the needs of the small farmer and the

treatment of animals will gravely weaken consumer confidence in the organic label and threaten the viability
of this industry.

Thank you for including my input in your final decision.

Smcerely,

Slgnature
. Date: 3/ 57 / g 3
Name: \/ER W @ ﬁR‘ﬁUt‘l

Address:
: (l HeARD P
AﬁuN@naM MAOIFE |

cc: Mothers for Natural Law « P.O.Box 1177 - Falrﬁeld Towa 52556
Fax: 515—472-2683
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- TMD-94-00-2 L
Eileen S.-Stommes, Deputy Administrator | ;
USDA-AMS-TM-NOP, AG Stop 0275, R?%)O’m 4007-So.
P.O. Box 96456 : -
Washington, D.C. 20090-6456
Fax: 202-690-4632

‘Dear Ms. Stommes,

I am writing in response to the proposcdilNational Organic Standards to let you know that I do not want
genetically engineered organisms, proccssﬂng agents or agricultural inputs to be allowed in organic farming
- and handling under any circumstances—even on a case by case basis. I also ask that you prohibit the use

of irradiation and sewage sludge in organic farming and handling. And, I ask that the standard for the
treatment of livestock and the fee structure for certification be consistent with the recommendations of the
National Organic Standards Board (NOSB).
The NOSB represents a broad consensg;épf organic farmers, manufacturers and consumers regarding the
principles of organic agriculture and foods production. To formulate regulations that do not reflect their
- recommendations on genetic engineering, irradiation, sewage sludge, the needs of the small farmer and the
treatment of animals will gravely weaken consumer confidence in the organic label and threaten the viability
- of this industry. | ' :

Thank you for including my input in ypur%‘ﬁnal decision.

Sincerely,

(e

Name: U&cm (ne B ‘ “0 Ly
Address: 32’ NOQLZ e‘/b/
Ma . 02108

cc:  Mothers for Natural Law » P.O.Box 1177 + Fairfield, Towa 52556
Fax: 515-472-2683 N _




“TMD-94-00-2 ‘ .|
Eileen S. Stommes, Deputy Administrator
USDA-AMS-TM-NOP, AG Stop 0275, Room 4007-So.

- P.C. Box 96456 i

Washington, D.C. 20090-6456

Fax: 202-690-4632 :

Dear Ms. Stommes,

I am writing in response to the proposed National Organic Standards to let you know that I do not want
-genetically engineered organisms, processing agents or agricultural inputs to be allowed in organic farming
and handling under any circumstances—even on a case by case basis. I'also ask that you prohibit the use
of irradiation and sewage sludge in ofg‘ar}ﬁc fatming and handling. And, I ask that the standard for the
treatment of livestock and the fee structure for certification be consistent with the recommendations of the
National Organic Standards Board (NOSB).
‘The NOSB represents a broad consensuL‘ of organic farmers, manufacturers, retailers. and consumers
regarding the principles of organic agriculture and food production. To formulate régulations that do not-
reflect their recommendations on these issues and many others will gravely weaken consumer:confidence in

the organic label and-threaten the yiability of this indusiry. I ask that you tewrite this draft and resubmit it for

our review. -

Thank you for including my input in your final decision.

Sincerely, /«% I | S
gl ' %
Signature: ‘ l

Cpae /ST Macd, ¥
Address:
Dm. (25

M. U |
#fcblf)(/ﬂa( y [A

cc:  Mothers for Natural Law, P.O. Bo:j;~1‘177, Faii'ﬁeld, Towa 52556
Fax: 515-472-2683 o ;

|

|
SR

i

i
1




RE 5ol

11

MSOS!
Urge

SOS!11SOS

- ‘N‘[‘ R R

il

Save Organic Standards!!!
n‘t Action Alert!!!

The Organic Food Production Act of the 1990 Farm Bill called for the formation of the National Organic
Standards Board (NOSB), whose responsrblhty was to formulate recommendations to the USDA regarding

how our organic standards should look.

law stipulated that the NOSB's recommendations were to be

the primary source of guidance to the USDA when the agency wrote regulations on organic standards. The
NOSB worked for years to formulate regulatrons that represented a broad consensus of both organic

producers and consumers.

But now the USDA is ignoring the experience, expertise and critical

recommendations from the NOSB, effecuvely dismantling the deliberative structure legislated by Congress.

The USDA did not incorporate
regulations:

+ Categorically exclude genetically

I

\the following NOSB recommendatlons into their

e

enmneered orgamsms agricultural 1nputs and processrng

‘agents from organic agriculture, and productrou

¢ o o ¢

Bar the use of sewage sludge in or \anrc farming

Exclude all uses of irradiation in the
Adbhere strictly to humane animal hpsbandry practices

‘Support the small farmers, certrfiejs and processors as the backbone of organic

; ¢ preparaiion of organic foods

"You have untll Aprll 30, 1998 to respond!!!
Fact: Genetically engrneered foods are not natural. They have never been proven safe. And they have

‘;"absolutely no place in organic.* Splicing genes from viruses, bacteria,

- using artificial laboratory techniques ¢
-compromise the integrity of our global fo

Fact: Sewage sludge contains viruses, he

I

in introduce dangerous allergens and toxins into- our foods,
supply and irreversibly damage the environment.

vy metals and thousands of other toxins that can contaminate

_crops and damage the health of the humans“fmd livestock that eat them.

‘Fact: Food irradiation uses wastes from nuclear reactors and produces dangerous chermcals forergn to our

foods that can cause cancer and other drsed

ses.

B e e s e

Fact: Factory farmmg and other ' mode

e T g T T e R T e s g e e i

prmcrples of humane animal husbandry an¢

Fact: The lowest certification fees are set

‘are in drrect conflict with the precepts of orgamc agriculture.
so high that small farmers, certifiers and processors, the historic

pioneers of the organic movement, will not be able to participate in the National Organic Program. The act
~ is.also silent on the continued partrc1pat10n of private ceruﬁers under their own seal, thus disenfranchising

“another founding component of the organic

The Organic Food Production Act defined

and productivity of interdependent comm

mdustry

)rganlc agrrculture as "a holistic system for optimizing the health

unities of soil life, plants, animals and people.” Inits ‘humble

beginning, there were only a few organlc
growing segment of the food industry,

biotech industry. Growth is good, but; no’l

organic mean if we don't keep dangerou
answer is simple. Nothing.

So stand up and be cct_unted"'

Wnte to the USDA today and tell;a
sludge in organic under any circumstances.

and feeding of animals as recomme

mners and consumers. Now that the organic market is the only
ryone wants a piece of it—from the big food producers to the
at the expense of watering down organic standards. What will
, environmentally and socially destructive practtces out? The

erte your letter today!!!

them you do not want GEOs, irradiation or sewage
Tell them you also expect humane treatment
nded by the NOSB. And, you expect them to create a

certification fee structure that is actessrble to the small farmers Use your own words or

simply copy the letter on the other

Very Important!!!

please make sure to

Mothers for Natural Law » P.O. B

ide of this page.

"To insure that your opinion is counted,
mail or fax a copy of your letter to :

ox 1177 » Fairfield, lowa 52556 « Fax: 515-472-2683

“For more information:

Call Mothers for Natural Law at 515-472-2809

" hrgh production farming and feedrng methods violate the

insects and animals into our foods
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ffé%iiﬁasdm-ﬂoa AG Stop (275, Room 4007-80.

P.O. Box 96456 Ty

washington, D.C. 20080-5456 i

. Fax: 202-690-4632 v h} N
i

Dear Ms, Stommes, j
)

! am writng i ‘ 0 the ‘ﬁad'Naﬁona! Organic Standards t-let you kn )
B T reohed organisms, pros o itural inputs to be allowed in organic farming

genetically engineered organisms, processing agents or agricu

and handling under any circumstances~—Even on a cése by case basis. [ also ask that you

of irradiation and sewage sludge in organic farmin and handling, And, 1ask that the s
4 g . ccrﬁ.ﬂgt:atiun be conégismm with the recommendadons of the

geatment of livestock and the fee structure for
Natonal Organic Standards Board (NOSB).

PAGE @1
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ow that 1 do not want

prohibit the uss
tandard for the

The NOSE represents g broad c;uixsé,hsus of organic farmers, manufacturers and consumers re garding the
principles of organic agriculture anc foods production. To formulate regulations that do not reflect their

recommendations on genetic engineering, irradiation,

geamnent of animals will gravely weaken consurmer confidence in the organic Jabel and

of this industry. . o

Thank you for including my inpéxt i'!’:,'!f:;‘ram' final decision. .

Sincerely, ol | ,:’ ; C ) , |

Signaswre: .

Draze: [ — ' ~

Name: ~‘ ‘ a ﬁg£¢3 oo S

Address: (o s re 0 1 £Zlf§3' 103
NI L o  BY0

ec:  Mothers for Natural L)aiw ‘-
Fax: 515-472-2683 | ||

sewage sludge, the needs of the small farmer and the

thregten the viability
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TO:

|
i

—
Fax: 15154722683

FROM: JOHN T BOLUS

Fax: 19418497685
TEL: 139416494964

COMMERNT :




P.O. Box 96456

“Washington, D.C. 20090-6456

Dcar Ms. Siommes, f

1 am writing in response to the propos
€

principles of organic agriculture and ¢

" Date:

ey .. Mothers for Namral Law <1

.

) f22/39
DES e

TMD-94-00-2 ~ |
Eileen S. Stommes, Deputy Administrat T -
USDA-AMS-TM-NOP, AG Stop 0275 ,‘Room 4007-So.

TAT Tl W

Fax: 202-650-463

1 4 National Organic Standards 10 let you know that 1 do not want
genetically engineered organisms, pr ssing agents or agricultural inpuis 0 be allowed in organic farming
and handling under any circums:anccs%—evcn_on a case by case basis. I also ask that you prohibit the use
of irradiation and sewage sludge in organic farming and handling. And, I ask that the standard for the
treatment of livestock and the fee structure for certification be consistent with the recommendagons of the
National Organic Standards Board (NOSB).

s of organic farmers, manufacturers and consumers regarding the
, pods production. To formulate regulations that do not reflect their
recommendations on genetic engineering, irradiation, sewage sludge, the needs of the small farmer and the

wearment of animals will gravely weaken consumer confidence in the organic label and threaten the viability

The NOSB represents a broad consensi

of this industy. i i
il

Thank you for including my input in y¢ ur final decision.

Sincerely,

Naeees, |

: Natural Law + P:0. Box 1177 » Fairfield, lowa 52556
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SOS!ISGS!ISOS!!! Save Crganic Standards!!!
Urgent Action Alert!!!

The Organic Food Production Act of the| 1990 Farm Bill called for the formation of the National Organic
Standards Board (NOSB), whose rcspon“’bility was to formulate recommendations to the U_SDA regarding
how our organic standards should look.| The [aw stipulated that the NOSB's recommendations were 10 be
the primary source of guidance to the ’U%D.A when the agency wrote regulations on organic standards. The
NOSB worked for years to formulatc;ﬁegulations that represented a broad consensus of both organic
producers and consumers. But now L&he USDA is ignoring the expenience, experuse and critical

ively dismantling the deliberative structure legislated by Congress.

recommendations from the NOSB, effec _ _ :
The USDA did not incorporate the following NOSB recommendations into their

regulations: I

»

» Categorically exciude geneticali'rpj €ngineered oTganisms, agricultural inputs an
- agents from organic agriculture and production

+ Bar the use of sewage siudge m‘ organic farming _

» Exclude all uses of irradiation i 1 the preparation of organic foods
» Adhere strictly 10 humane animé! husbandry practices R _
< Support ihe smali farmcrs,yﬁ iers, and processors as the backbone of organic

You have 90 days from December 16, 1597, io respond!l!
Fact: Genetically engineered foods ar%" not natural. They have never been proven safe. And they have
absolutely no place in organic. Splicing genes from viruses, bacteria, insects and pigs into our foods using
artificial laboratory techniques can intr,bducc dangerous allergens and toxins into our foods, compromise
the integrity of our global food supply aﬁd irreversibly damage the environment. -

. | | s s < P s .v - .
Fact: Sewage sludge contains viruses, heavy metals and thousands of other toxins that can contamunate
crops and damage the health of the hum“ ns and livestock that eat them. :

Fact: Food irradiation uses wastes frorM nuclear reactors and produces dangerous chemicals foreign to our

e that mon cones rancoer and arh-r Ai
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'Fact; Factory farming and other "m 3"]cm" high production farming and feeding methods violate the
principles of humane animal husbandryiand are in direct conflict with the precepts of organic agriculture.

«

s s

Fact: The lowest certification fees are set so high that small farmers, certifiers and processors, the historic
pioneers of the organic movement, wilfuioi be able to participate the National Organic Program. The actis

ent o partici n of private certifiers under their own se us di isi
another founding component of the org‘..}nic industry. ‘

also silent on the continued participatiy

The Organic Food Production Act defi ed organic agriculture as "a holistic system for optimizing the health
and productivity of interdependent. cofpmunities of soil life, plants, animals and people.” In its humble
beginning, there were only a few orgar{ c farmers and consumers. Now that the organic market is the only

growing segment of the food indusiry, everyone wants a piece of it—from the big food producers to the

biotech industry. Growth is good, but
organic mean if we don't keep danger
answer is simple. Nothing. !

0t at the expense of watering down organic standards. 'What will
us, envirpnmentally and socially destructive practicesiout? The

e

Se s

“r

nd up and be counted!!!

i e -
|

Write to the USDA today and l‘:l“ii them you do not want GEOs, irradiation or sewage
sludge in organic under any circHHmstances. Tell them you also expect humane frestment
and feeding of animals as recomtInended by the NOSB. And, you expect them to create a

certification fee structure that is| accessible to the small farmers. Use your own words or
simply copy the letter on the other side of this page.

To insure that your opinion is counted,

Very Important!!! : v
to mail or fax a copy of your letter to :

please make sure

Mothers for Natural Law « PCJ Box 177 - Féirﬁc}d, lowa 52556 « Fax: 515-472-2683
For more informatop: Call Mothers for Natural Law at 515-472-2809

|




Fax: 202-690-4632

f
Dear Ms. Stommes, .~ : ‘ :

I am writing in response to the proposed flriational Organic Standards to let you know that I do not want

e genetically engineered organisms,\procgssi{ig agents or agricultural inputs to be allowed in organic¢ farming

and handling under any circumstances—eyen on a case by case basis. I also ask that you prohibit the use

- of irradiation and sewage sludge in organic farming and handling. And, I ask that the staridard for the

~ treatment of livestock and the fee structure for certification be consistent with the recommendations of the

- treatment of animals will gravely weaken ¢
of this industry. : SRR

77 e A kAl

| »"Date:' ﬂ/"y/ﬂr

National O‘rganicj Standards Board (NOSB).

- The NOSB reprCSehts a broad éonsehShé ‘qif .o'rganic farrﬁer's‘.’, manufacturers and consunﬁérsﬁgarding the
principles of organic agriculture and foods production. ‘To formulate regulations that do not reflect their

rradiation, sewage sludge, the needs of the small farmer and the

recommendations on genetic engineering,

Thank you for including my in’pht in your final decision.

Sincerely,

o IRy LZLANELET |
Ay S3 07 0w bd 22 S
e O e v /}?}'1(/,/'

‘e Mothers for Natural Law + P.O. Box 1177 + Fairfield, lowa 52556 -

Fax: 515-472-2683

nsumer confidence in the organic label 'and threaten the viability
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. Eileen S. Stommes, Deputy Administrator | .
USDA-AMS-TM-NOP, AG Stop 0275, Room 4007-So.
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‘Washington, D.C. 20090-6456 -~ |
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